While agreeing with the sentiment expressed in the anonymous letter, the FVS recognises the complications involved in changing the status quo.

FVS started as an information-sharing support group for fish vets and remains that at heart, even after becoming a specialist division of the BVA. We have members from outside the UK and, as fish are not covered by the Veterinary Surgeons Act, early on in our existence we admitted non-veterinary fish health professionals as associate members. They and a large number of our UK veterinary members are not members of the BVA.

However, we do believe that we have an excellent relationship with the BVA. This includes joint officers' meetings but is largely based around considerable digital communication. We are pleased that the BVA now invariably consults FVS on fish-related topics and are glad to have the clout of the BVA brought to bear when lobbying on fish health matters. We hope there is also a benefit to BVA members generally in having fish health experience readily available through the FVS connection.

FVS was involved in the 2016 review project and would be keen to see the issues raised there revisited. Particularly for small divisions like ours, the need for a representative umbrella body for the whole veterinary profession has never been stronger. We may not need to reinvent the BVA but we should work together to future-proof it.
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